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CONGRESS.
The Franking Privilege Bill Shelved by

Hie Senate.

Auivatcd Debute on the Bill IieducingTaxation.

Persistent Effort to Repeal the
Income Tax.

SENATE.
Washington, June 2,1870.

tfik internationa!. pacific kaii.koa-t).
Mr. Flanagan, (rep.) of Texas, Introduced a 1)111

tomcouruge the con-tructlon of tlio .International
Pacific Railroad. Referred.

Mr. Flanagan's bill declares the International Hullroadof Texas a post route, and authorizes, witli the
consent of Mexico, tnc erection of a bridge across
tlie Uio Grande.

tue ciikrokp.i indian treaty.
Mr. Harlan, (icp.) of Iowa, presented a letter

from the Secretaiy of tne interior, suggesting
amendments to a treaty with the Cherokee Indian*.
Ordered to be printed.

liKSOLl'TION*.
Mr. Km.logo, (rep.) of La., introduced a joint re*oluton relating to the claims of certain Northern

creditors. Referred.
Mr. Kellogg's Joint resolution authorizes the Secretaryof i he Treasury ;o appoint a commission of

three persons to hear aud determine the claims of
various parties to tUo sum of $219,000, seized from
the Confederate receivers In New Orleans for the
benefit of Northern creditors, whose debts had been
coiitls ated. It was relerred to the Committee on
Claims.

Mr. Harris, (rep.) or La., ofTerod a resolution
Instructing tlie Committee on Commerce to inquire
into the best means atul cost of rebuilding levees on

v ur, ivua to report by bill or otherwise. Adopted.
tub ska. islands of sol'tu carolina.

The last three minutes of the morning hour were
occupied by Mr. Sawykk, (rep.) of S. C., In uu appeal
to the Senate to take up the bill for the sale or the
hunts on the sea Islands of Heaulort conniy, H. C.
The bill was to secure their h >m s to 5,ooo people,
now subject to all manner of litigation tn consequenceof the Inaction of Congress In the matt«r.

the j rank1no friv1lbub.
Tlie morning hour expiring, the Chain announced

the 1 ranking bill beiore ihe Senate as unfinished
business.
A motion by Mr. Pomerot, (rep.) of Kan., to place

it at the rout ol the calendar or special orders was rejected.yeas25, nays 31.
The question being upon Mr. Drake's amendment

to continue the existing provisions or the law authorizingnewspaper exchanges to be sent free, and the
tree circulation of country newspapers within tho
county of their publl -ation.

Mr. Duake, (rep.) of Mo., advocated his propositionin the int>rest of the country papers as against
the great dailies.

Mr. Haklan tnoupbi the public interest would be
belter subserved by g.vuig to Hie Indian Appropriationbill the lime now proposed to be consumed by
the Franking bill, for which there was not the same
necessity for lnimediate action. Besides, every one
knew the Franking bill would pass.

Mr. Conk li mi, (rep.) of N. Y., wotiid like to be assuredby the Sena'or that lie (Mr. Harlan) knew, as
a fact, that ihe bin was to pass.

Mr. Harlan would not say that he kn°w It as he
would know the r.'snlt of n mathematical demonstration,but only from the expressions or the f*enatorsaround the Chamber. A number of Senators had
expros-ed themselves in favor of the bill.
Mr. Ram.-by, (rep.) of Minn..By their votes?
Mr. Haklan.By tbfcir speecnes.Mr. jU'mnek, (r^p.) of Mass., also desire l further

time b.fore tlie oil] was acted upou, in order to addresstne Senate upon his proposed substitute for ihe
bill. He was unwiliing to see the franking system
cut down without a suitable equivalent.

Mr. Hamsky thought the apprehension of the
New York Tribune that the Mil was in danger from
its lrleuils iu the body was verified m the case of toe
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Suultien. That
Senator had Introduced his substitute six weeks
ago, and yet was not prepared to go ou with the
bill.

Mr. Howe, (rep.) of Wis., thought It manifest th it
the bill h id not irien Is enough In the Senate to
hurt anything. (Laughter.)
Mr. kamsky proceeded to urge the necessity of

disposing of the subject at once.
Mr. l'OMEROY moved that the bill i e passe 1 over.
Mr. Hamlin appealed to the Senate to make tlie

vot.: a test question, so as to prevent a repetiiion of
the same dilatory proceedings, which he considered
trilling and dLngraceiul.
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, Mr Wllley

and others de-dung th" vote to be a test upon the
b.il, and Messrs Sumner anil Howard protesting
against any such und maiming.

Mr. Pomerok's motion was then agreed to, and
the bill was laid aside.yeas 33; nnys 2t;.

the japanese mission.
Mr. Stewabt, (rep.) of Scv., offered n resolution

instructing the Committee on Foreign Relations to
inquire tutu me propriety of raising the rank of tlie
United States representative at Japan from Minister
Resident to Minister Plenipotentiary and Envoy Extraordinary.Adopted.

TUB IN litAN APPKOPBIATtON BTLL.
At two o'clock LlTe Indian Appropriation bill was

taken up, and Mr. Mokkill, (rep.) of Me., chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations, made a statementupon Indian affairs to snow the cost to the
ctvu and military service on the frontiers.
He said that to-day nearly two-thirds of the entire
military force of the country were engaged in what
might properly be termed a grand Indian hunt after
vagabond tribes of Indians, for such was the characterof the service known to the country as an Indian
war. The coal of me novernment of each enlisted
man on the plnins was one thousand dollars per
annum, and vac aggregate cost of the civil and militaryservice on the plains aunnpr the last four years
was seventy-eight millions nine hundred thousand
dollars. During the last seven years the urmy alone,
on the frontier, had cost one hundred and forty
millions. wlilie the entire c. st of the Indian civil setvice,in connection with treaty stipulations, was for
the same time less than twenty-three millions. The
cut re Indian population on our Western borders
w.ts estimated at about three hundred thousand, and
although we had treaty stipulations wltn two hunchedand flity thousand of that number, we had deniedto tha Indians any rights of person or property.
In practice, we had followed Lite precepts of the
rari.y discoverers, that the Indians had no rights
whrcii a white man was bound to respect.
While exercising the right of the "conqueror'' we
liad excluded the Indian from Christian influences
and from civilize I communities, driven him over the
mountains, and were now hemuilug niui lti upon
l he plains. His lands were being mthie-siy invaded
by white s'ttlers, and murder ami outrage committedupon him wirhont provocation. It was high
time for tile nation to determine whether the
Indians should now be placed where they may
have the protection of the laws, or whether the
present policy of extermination should be continued
with its attendant expenditure of from twenty to
twenty-live minions annually. Mr. Morrill went on
to show that aggre.-slon upon the Indians and the
disregard by whites of treaty siipulatlons hail been
the real cause.or various Indian wars.
The commission to investigate the causes of the Indianwar of 1304-00, which c..»t some j+o,ooo,u»), expresslyexculpated i he Indians from blame, lie alludedto the Chvlnaton massacre, but thought it uuneeesbaryto go imo detail upon a matter so lain.liar

to the country. The only defence of the campaign
in (hat country had been an apology from the commandinggeneral on the ground that he had
been misled by spies and false information.
He characterized the Plegan massacre as a coldbloodedmurder of Innocent men, women and childten.He did not propose-to urrutgn General bhe-rldanpersonally, but to denounce the system and acts
of which that general was a willing instrument, lie
dcubted whether in the history of warfare, clvlll/.ed
cr savage, any act could bo found so absolutely defencelessas was that. General Sheridan's own
statement showed that aggressions were first commencedoil the Piegan Indians by rowdy whltu»,
an oid mau and boy of the irlbe beingmurdered lu cold blood. TheseIndianabecoming naturally rerftlve the Lieutenant
/ :< >11*r*<. 1 i t-. :i wt.li.i 1,1 uinL n Miiiin r» h-ifil hlmv uml

lITFm. .sa:icie that followed showed what a hard blow
toe did strike. A1 tor comment upon similar instances
or Indian warfare, as tllustratiu^ the Int o which
seemed to mark the policy of the government m
d 'ttllnn uiUi ttie Indians, he expressed the hope
that he liad said enough to induce tiie Senate to vote
ttio necessary appropriations for currying
out treaty stipulations, and thereby redeem the
pledged lalih of me government. Otir Indian «11mcultlesswice lBCb were, fie thought, fairly aUributabioto the latinre of Congress to vote the a:-propria*
tions necessitated by the Indian treaties.
Mr. Stkwart, (n-p.)of Nev., said to acknowledge

Indian supremacy over vast tracts of c ountry,througtl the medium of treaties, would re nut only
in the ruurder ot settlers v.-no occupied tht lands
tipon our invitation, lie defended the pioneer settlersfrom the charge of Bggre.-slon upon the
Indians. They were, as a rule,lawabidingand lionest. No doubt wrongs
had been Inflicted up in Hie Indian, but the whites
were not always to blame. If the Senator (Mr. Morrill)had Keen by the roadside, as lie had, hundreds
of mutilated bodies of white men, muniurea by
savages, lie might realize that there were two
sides to the question. The philanthropist of tiie
East, in his anxiety for tiie red men, hud no
s-rnpathy for his own ra< e. The Indians
start out in tie spring, and plunder and meyrtfif,
und then mate treaties nntU the suram^ rS ^vtr.
w hen they go back to mnrderlug are* plundering
As a rme they violate trcutiCs with Inipimjti. lie
would teach them their travciiiljg over oho riall or
*ee territory of the (Jolted states and murdering
whoever the/ choice mufitbe atounea. it was son
their right# were drsTrSnVdecJ ny nfld whites. But it
was not bad whites who were murdered by them,
lint innocent men, women and cnlldreti. The
r- inedy wa* to put then* on small reservations,
that could be easut |turdcd, aud support

NJ5W '

fhem at ten Mr wit of Oie present Mat to the goveminent.Tue fcovHrnmeut might almost provi<lo
for tht-rn In ttie style ot Fifth avenue, of Now York,
at lean expense than they now rout.
The but wiMtlieu partly read, when, at twentythreeminutes past ronr, the Senate wont Into executivesession. At lull-past four a recess was takon

uutll half-past seven.

HOUSE OF BEPAEJ^lfl^yrV^V
Washington, June 2, 1870.

TflK LIQrOlt AND TOBACCO TAXES.
Mr. Scm'MAKKK, (ileiu.j of K. Y., preseulod i»etltlonsof100 brewers or Hie State of New York for

the repeal of the law classifying brewers of malt
liquors a* dealers la spirituous liquors; ami of 200
toba co nmuufaiuirers of Uioolclyn lor a uniform
tax oi Mixteon.ccnis per pound ou all mauutactared
tobacco and suuir.

CANNON FOB TUB rOlHJIlKEKl'3IE MONUMENT.
Mr. Ketcuau, (rep.) of N. Y., by unanimous couseni,introduced a joint resolution authorizing the

{secretary of War to deliver to rhe munteinal
ties or Pougnlceepale, N. Y., three condemn'd iron
cannon, i wo condemned brass caunou and 200 round
siiot, to be used in the ereclon of a soldiers' monumentat that place. Passed. I

BI1.LS hkported.
Mr. Mkkcur, 1 rep.) of Pa., from the Judiciary Committee,reported a bill annexing certain counties to

1 lie Jurisdiction of the Western Judicial district of
Pennsylvania. Passed.
Mr. Louan, (rep.) of 111., from the Committee on

Military Affairs, reported a bill authorizing tue settlementof the accounts of Joseph a. MoAuu, late
Captain and Assistant quartermaster. Passed.

Mr. tiooi'ER, (rep.) of Mass., from the Committee
on Wuys and Means, asked leave to report a bill for
the appointment of an Assistant Treasurer of the
United states at Baltimore.
Mr. Pah.nswoktu objected.
Mr. Paink, (rep.) of Wis., chairman of the Committee011 Elections, reported a mil to pav to Caleb S.

Hunt $i!.ooi, to J. H. Bvplier ft.O'JO, to Louis St.
Martin $4,ooo, to Ueoige \V. McCriiuce $3,000, to
Frank More.v $:i,000, and to Michael ltyaii *3,500, for
time spent and expenses Incurred in prosecuting
their respective claims to seals in the House from
llie Stale 01 Louisiana. Tue resolution was
adopted.yeas 77, nays 07.
Mr. 1'aink also reported tlic bill regulating the

compensation in cases of contested elections. It
piOVMM that 111 contested election cases no money
sliaii be paid as imie&ge or compensation to either
the sitting member or contestant until the case is
determined, when the mileage and compensation
shall be paid to the person oniy to whom the seat
slmil be ilnally accorded.
The second section provides that the person

against whom the adverse decision is made Is to receiveonly the amount actually and necessarily ex<
l>cnded in ptosecuting or defending his rights.

Mr. in un, (dctn.) 01 ill., moved to strike out the
first section, on the ground tliat all persons actually
holding seats are in all respects equal and entitled
to the same rights. This deprivation ol pay and
nilltMge of members whose seats ate contested was
.111 improper discrimination, and might in many lustu.ce- be a great hardship.

Mr. Wjx.laiii>, (rep.) 0! \ t., argued that an unsuccessiulcontestant should receive no compensation,
but take Just the risk that he would take ii he was a
litigant In a court ol justice.
Mr. Stevenson, (rep.) of Ohio, moved an amendmentto allow the sltt lug member the mil eage and

compensation during the pending of the content, in
other words, he would put the sitting member on
half pay, and if he was unsuccessful he would let the
contestant receive the other half.
Mr. Keuk, (deuui of Ind., opposed the bill. lie

did not think it competent for Congress to pass a
Ittw i<> uuuiuimi wiu cuiiauuniuuiu jiiciuguuves ui
the House. The sole and undivided control of eouteitedelection cases Delooged to the iiuu-e, aud it
could not be snared with the Senate.
Mr. Daw Ed, (rep.) of Mass., siatud tliat the amount

paid in twelve yea** up to the beginning of this
congress, to nieu whom the House had decided to
have no Just cialui, was i 17.!,595, and to that
sum the present Congress hail added $6D,ooo.
lie submitted that that was an evil. During the
twelve years up to the beginning of this Congress,
there had been sixty-live coutcsted elections in the
House, aud only sixty-three In all the years that went
before. In this Congress there had been thirry more,
making uintty-iive contests in lourtecn years, and
sixtv-tnree only in the liny prerediuK years. Tula
very day nineteen thousau I tlve hundred dollars had
been voted to men who had been decided to have uo
right to a dollar because they had no right to

reducing taxation.
While Mr. Dawes was speaking the morning hour

expired, and the House, at half-past twelve
o'clock, resumed the consideration of the bill to reduceInternal taxes, the question being on the sectionsrel.itingtM tnc income tax.
Mr. McCkaky, (rep.) ol Iowa, opposed the abolitionof the income tax became that tax was the only

mode by which a large poriion ol the wealth of the
country was made to contribute to the national revenue.
Mr. O'Neill, (rep.) of Pa., declared himself for the

absolute repeal oi the income tax. He was not for
any modification of it, eltaer as to rate or amount of
exomtmou, but he was for l;a total abolition. The
government had exhibited to the world its perfect
abilliy to pay the national debt, and hence it was
time to remove odious aud obnoxious taxes, lie
believed that the couutry was salbhed to cancel the
national debt as the rate of $60,C00,000 a year lustoud
of $100,01)0,000 a year.
Mr. Wilson, (dem.j of Minn., opposed the abolitionof the income tax. The pending bill proposed

a reduction of taxis by thirty-four million dollars,
but If the Income tax were aboliohed an attempt
would be made to prevent the reduction of taxation
on other millers. IIow could members go home
and suv that they had abolished taxation on the rich
and kept it up ou the poor r The Income tax was
the fairest of all taxes, because it ieil on the rlcli,
not on the poor.
Mr. Townsend. (rep.) of Pa., declared that the

clamor for the abolition of the Income tax was a
local and a fictitious one, gotten up in the interest ol
m;n of large fortune. It did not And any response
among the people, but was confined to comparativelyfew individuals. He favored the raising of the
exemption to $2,000, so as to relieve men of moderate
means. In his own district the income tax was paid
now bv 1,368 persons, but with the raising of the exemptionto $:i,ooo that number would be reduced to
300; and yet tnat 300 would pay four-tilths ol the
present amount collected aud would make no complaintabout It. He also favored the reduction ol the
rale to three per cent.

Mr. Jtinu, (rep.) of 111., offered amendments confluiugthe tax to Invested capital ana excluding
profits and incomes.

Mr. Hill, (rep.) of N. j., favored the abolition of
the Income tax. 11 it was to be continued he wanted
th rate to be reduced to thre e per cent and the

n\Ui"l In Ihundred ilolmrs.
Mr. Kkllooo, (rep.) of Conn., characterized the

income lax as uu odioiiH and unpopular tax. It was
imposed at a time of national necessity, and arter
the war was over a solemn pledge was given to tUe
country ritut it should be continned until 1870 and
no longer. He would, therefore, oppose its louger
continuance, and ir it were not to be abolished he
would favor a reduction ol tUe rate and an increase
01 exemption.
Mr. Nibiack, (dem.) of Ind., said lie had always

favored making the Invested capital of the country
pay its lair contribution to the revenue, but he was
not in iavorof taxing incomes and profits. If the
question presented itself as a whole, wlietner the
income tax should be retained or stricken out altogetherhe would vote to strike it out altogether. It
was an liMating and provoking tax ami revenue
enough could be collected \> lthout lr. It was a very
plausible tiling to say that the income tax infected
rich men only, but the fact was that the income tax
aileoted all the business of the country and finally
fell upon ihe people at laryc.
Mr. Hali;, (re,.) oi Me., moved to increase the

exemption to 00 i, and reminded the House that
since ison the intci,;al revenue had Iwen reduced
from $310.: 00,'XW to 410 i.oju.oo >. So lie was In favor
of reduclmr the inome tax by raiHing the exemption.
This would rake out tue smalt professional men and
cierks, and leave the tax to be pidd by those who
were above the reach ol pint u or necessiiy.
Mr. Wako (rep.) ol v.. naiil he had refrained

rroin interfering hitherto with the recommendations
ol the Committee on rtnys and Means. It seemed to
hliu that trie opposition to the continuance of the
Income tax sprang from a very small special intorest.
Special interests got hold of the newspapers, pursuedmembers l.ito their committee rooms and to
their homes. And special interests were very apt to
be regarded in forget fulness ol the interest oi the
great wmca of tue people, if they abeiislud the
Income tax they abolished the only tax that reached
personal property or that reached the income of the
bondholders.
Mr. Mykkm. (rep.) of Pa., advocated the abolition

of the lax, saylug that the public siMitimeut la Philadelphiawas unanimous f jr In abolition. I! It could
not l>e abolished he favored the reduction
of the rate and the Increase of tile exemption.In reply to the remark of his
colleague (Mr. Towttscnd) that this cry did
not reach the country, he said that the
farmers did not pay an Income tax; it was paid by
meu living in the large cities, the city or Philadelphiapaying more than several States put together,
Mr. Finkelnbi'ru, (rep) of Pa., moved to limit me

allowance for house rent to $800, and argued that
that would be in proportion to the money exemption.While he favored a modification of the income
tax he was opposed to its total abolition, and he belleved that that was the sentiment of tlw people of
St. Louis, which city ho in pr.rt represented.
Mr. Wood, (dein.) of N. V., said that in hl9 Judgmentthe people demanded a reduction ol taxation,

and it was lor Congress to determine whether the
Income tax was not one of those that should be
abolished. He believed that it was unjust, unequal
and unconstitutional, the constitution requiring
taxation to be collected in proportion to population.
The State of New York now paid thirty per cent of
the income tax, while its population was only one
twelfth of the entire population of the couniry.
The largest taxpayer in the United States was A.
T.stewart. He .ia i paid lax an an income of one
million of dollars in a year into the Treasury; out
it was not ho who actually paid It. It was the peoplewho purchased goods from hltn. He was but
the agent of the people ftnd charged that tax upon
them in the prices flf Ids goods.Mr. Alwson, irop.) of Iowa, argned thai according
to the nr<ii ment of Mr. wood, the people of the
Western St ties, while not paying so much income
tax directly as ihc peoplo of the Eastern States, paidthat tax indirectly, Just as Mr. Stewart's customers
fito.: Ills income tax In the additional price of hla
wares; lie wii wining to extend the exemption to
two thousand doHal* «hn ibuy retain tho tax gn all
Incomes, whether from busine§3oF properly
or from accumulated capital.j; Mr. Sauok.ni, (rep.) o( Cal., remarked ibat there

FORK ITERALTT, FRIDAY,
was not one chance In twenty that the Tariff hlU
would pass Congress Una session, aud It was doubtfu\besidej, whether that bill made u reduction. Me
believed, therefore, that tho pending bill was the
onl* opportunity uieiu^era would have to redociu
their pledges to reduce taxation. He would thereforefavor the abolltlou of the Income tax, and ll It
could not be abolished he would favor its reduction.
He oelievcd that if the tax were honestly collected It
would lu few years pay off the national debt.
Mr. Potter, (d«m.) of n. v., ngrecd with the

argument yesteruay of Ills col:fague (Mr. Davis)
tliat lue House wa< estopped from continuing tho
Ujccme tas Mfyon<I 1970. Hf HRt ThlfT taV.
or uny tax h.j odious, to oppressive, bo d moralizing,could be for the public frond, no matter what
amount of revenue was collected under It. No one
ou hl< side of the House objected to the taxation or
capltai.such a tax was easily collected.but the evil
ol this law was Its demoralizing character, aud that
it offered a reward to fraud and falsehood, and Imposeda burden ou honesty and fair dealing.

Mr. Ijavis (rep.) of N. ^., concluded his argument
o.'yesterday atrulust the income tax. He opposed it
for its injustice and im quality. It allowed exemptionsto accumulated wealth. It exempted sevententhsof the accumulated wealth. The lax fell, in a
great degree, ou tabor struggling for Its position.
The exemption or accumulated wealih in the one
c:u-e imposed iu tho other case nothing less than
confiscation.

Mr. mcuknck, (rep. I of Ohio, asked Mr. Davis what
he meant by exemption of accumulated wealth r
Mr. Davis explained that If amauhad $30,0u0 of

accumulated weal h invented In bonds and mortgages,yield,ng him a net income of live per cent
over aud above his ordinary taxation, tliat was
$1,500, and by this law that $i,&oo was exempt.
Mr. Fitch, (rep,) of Nev., argued that the taxation

might safely be reduced ninety million dollars, aud
that no reduction would be so popular or so fair as
the abolition of the income tax.

Mr. Fakkswoktu, (rep.) of ill., favored the continuanceor tho tax and the increase of exemptiou to
$2,000. As to the objection that the tax should be 011
capital, he said that business was capital, bruins
were capital, professions were capital. As to the
objection that the lux was Inquisitorial, he arguedthat il was no more inquisitorial than other taxes,
ami that argument viw inconsistent with the otuer
qrgumeut tliut so many evaded the payment of their
income tax.
Mr. Banks, (rep.) of Mass., Bald that as fur as lie

could Judge ot the temper of the people he reprerentedIt would discredit the government. He was
opposed to It in all forms, and would vote against it
an a tax which ought not to be revived. It was uneuualand unjust. The bulk of it was collected on
wages, on salary, and represented the productive
energy of the country. If revived it would produce
great discontent and would L>e evaded or resisted as
an unconstitutional tax.

Mr. Inukbsoll, (rep.) of 111., said after listening
yesterday to the debate on the match tax, and after
listening to-day to the debate on the income tax, he
was leu to exclaim, "Consistency, thou art a Jewel 1"
The same members wno argued yesterday against
abolishing the match tax, which brought $1,000,000
Into the treasury, were to-day arguing in favor of
abolishiug the Income tax, which produced
li&.ooo.ooo a year. When the.v went home and told
that to the people he expected that the people would
hurrah for them and re-elect them unanimously,
(l.aughter.) As to the Income tax being Inquisitorial,
he asked whether It was half so inquisitorial as the
tariff law, under which men and women were
searched luside and outside. (Laughter.) lie
favored, therefore, the continuance oi the Income
tax with an increase of exemption to $2,ooo.

Mr. Pomkroy, (rep.) of Iowa, argued in favor of
the continuance of the tax as admittedly fair and
equitable in theory. If ho, It should be continued and
enforced. Ho denied that the people asked for its
repeal. Were the people of the cities asklug for
its repeal r Were the factory operatives asking
for It? Were the people on the irontiers asking
for n ? NO. It wan the wealthy people of the cities
and the rich metropolitan Journals tuat wore asking
for if.
Mr. AaOHER, (dem.) of Md., argued against Ihe tax

as i.nei|iial in Its operations, taxing the widow wiio
had an income of three hundred dollars from investment*In bank stock, while men with Incomes of ten
thousand dollars escaped taxation. Its evils were
so a bominable and annoying that the people woulu
be almost Justified m forcible resistance to It. But
he had little hone of seeing it abolished while the
republican party remained In power.

air. Atwood favored the continuance of the tax
with a reduction of the rate to three per cent and an
imveaseor the exemption to12,000. Bethought it
should be levied earlier In the year after the balancingol the year's accounts of business men. The Incometax was a tax upon wealth, and, therefore, was
the fairest tax that could be Imposed. There was
no pretence that its repeal would be of any advantageto the poorer classes.
Mr. Kei.ley, (rep.) of Pa., favored the repeal or

the Income tax, which, he argued, was added up In
the cost of business and charge I against the people
at large, aud consequently paid by the whole people,
it was a tax upon intellect. It eniployea a large
uumber of officials to assess and collect it. The exemptionswere unequal. He favored the continuanceof taxation on malt liquors, tobacco, stamps
an l amusements.
Mr. Bknton, (rep.) of-N. II., argued in favor of the

retention of the tax. The people believed it necessary.it was a more just and equitable tax than any
Imposed m the whole catalogue of internal taxation.
The way to lift the burden from the shoulders of the
people was to pay off the national debt as soon as
I oss blc, Tor with that debt hanging over the nation
it was in no condltiou to resist Insult or to protect
It s honor and its Interests.
Mr. WiHAxa. (rep.) of Ohio, offered an amendment

dispensing with the tax oil Incomes from Industry
aud thecxercl-e of professions, and to retain It on
Incomes derived from capital.
Mr. Moo it k, (rep.) of III., favored the conilnnance

ol the tax with the exemption to f2,ooo, and argued
tliar the popular demand for relief from taxation
WiiQ inn itiiiIvh ft till nvnrwhplminor.
Mr. Hotcjikiss, (rep.) of N. Y., opposed the continuance01 the income tax ami favored the general

reduction of levenueanda return by the governmentto the principles or economy.
Mr. Morgan, (dem.) of Ohio, offered an amendmentlevying a tax of Ave per ceut on Income derivedfrom Itonds of every description, notes and

mortgages ami other securities over the sum of
$1,000 and under $io,u03; seven per cent on sums
between $10,coo and $30,000, and eight per cent on
sums over $30,000. He argued lu support of his
amendment.
Mr. Garfield, (rep.) of Ohio, offered an amendmentremoving the tax from incomes derived from

business and coullulng it to Incomes derived from
capital, uud argued in support of that proposition.
Mr. Faunsworth Inquired whether that excluded

members of Congress.
Mr. Garfield did not care whether it did or not.

It was Intended to meet the objection that the incometax weighed unjustly on business and protesslonaimen and let vested capital esenpe. He had
no doubt his amendment would leave about one-half
of the revenue lrom incomc and remit the other balf.
It was a sort of compromise measure.
Mr. WoauwARD, (dem.) of Pa., moved as a substitutefor the thirty-fifth section imposing the Income

tax a section providing for the withholding of a tax
of five per cent on ilie interest of the bonds of the
United states whenever t;eld at home or abroad. He
argued that that wotdd be an ample substitute lor
the Income tax, which he would then nave wiped
away altogetner. There was not a particle of repudiationin It, Decause all wno held these bonds
were bound on every principle of reciprocity to contributeto the support of the govcrameut which renderedtlioir property valuable and rafe.
Mr. Morgan, In reply to a question by Mr. Benton,said that the State of Illinois paid a million

and a half internal revenue more than all New England.
Mr. Kf.li.ooo said that was not so.
M". Judo cxplulued the amendment which he had

offered. It lelt in the hill the luxation on bonds,
notes, securities and all that class of property. It
struck out all relating to the business oi the country
derived from trade, which he believed the trader
charged over to the consumer. It left to be taxed
all incomes derived from speculation in real estate
and incorporated companies. It struck out all that
related to farm products. If the amendment was
adopted it would leave the tax to be Imposed on the
Invested and realized capital of the country, autl
not on the productive industry.
Mr. liHooKS, (rep.) of Mass., offered an amendmentstriking out the provision requiring a man to

account for the income of minor children.
Mr. Hoak. (ren.l or Mass.. ottered an amendment

prohibiting Uie publication of Income returns.
Mr. Buck, (dent.) of Ky., offered au amendment

reduelng tiie number ol persons to be allowed deductionsin religious or social communities from ten to
eight.
Mr. Dawes moved to rcduce the number to five.
Mr. Roots, (rep.) of Ark., admitted that ihe will of

tlic people should be attended to in regard to taxation;but he believed tiiat the will of the people in
regard to the income tax was that It should not be
retained, It was with taxes as it was with the man
who had the l>oil on his nose, and who, when asked
where he preferred to have it, replied, "Well, l believe1 would rather have It on some other body."
(Laughter.)
Mr. Hoi.man, (dcm.) of Mo., favored the continuanceof the lax, arguing mat the objection to it

came from the rich people of the lurne cities.people
who had the least reason to complain of taxation,
having grown rich from the war. But he was spe.
rl-itly In favor of imposing a reasonable tax on the
bunds of the government, and he, therefore, offered
an amendment imposing a tux of ten per cent on the
interest on the bonds.
Mr. Ambler, (rep.) ot Ohio, offered an amendmentrequiring legacies and successions when not.

direct irom the husband to his wife or family shall
be accounted for as an income.
Other amendments were offered by Messrs. Loughridge,Cleveland, Axtell and others.
Mr. Axtell, (dem.) of Cal., regretted that he could

not have had an opportunity to express Ills views in
ttve minutes.
The Si'kaxeh remarked that there were forty other

gentlemen in the same position.
Further amendments were offered by Messrs. Mayham,Latlln, Btueharu, Townsend, Ela, Lynch and

Ingersoll.
Mr. Sciienck closed the discussion. He said that

the committee had proposed tu reduce the income
tax by inereaslug the exemption fcio one thousand
live hundred dollars, which would be a reduction ol
nearly six millions. His own opinion was that that
wis about a-> much as could be safely done at this
time. But he won not at all prepared to say thai
next year and the year atter, and so on, these re
Auctions might not Iks continued. Gentlemen wer<
not to misled by supposing that that was to be pro
po->cd bv the Committee of Ways and Means it
tha shape of a reduction of taxntion. It wat
included in tills bill, and he hud no ob
jcctlon In stating distinctly, so that there mlgh
l>e no misunderstanding, that he had a section 01
two prepared to be offered at the close of this bill
which was a bill "to rednce Internal taxation am

< for other purposes," which would so mend, b;
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short provisions, the tariff as to take off some
twenty-three or twenty-four millions more than tain
bill would. Take the Internal Revenue hill. If the
proposition to strike our the lucome tux should prevail,ue w&utrtl gentlemen to remember that they
would not onjjr strike out twenty-five millions
of the revenue, th<> loss or which could
not be afford'd, but wou:d strike out the only provisionsmade Jn law. ami the only ones, as some
thought, that couU be made tu law, lor raving the
Income of United states bond". In conclusion. Mr.
Sell»nilc moved the previous question.
The previous question was seconded, and by agreementtrie rot on the sections In relation to '.he incometax, with all the amendments, was postponed

until to-morrow.
Mr. Beck offered an amendment to the forty-fonrth

section, the etftvt of whi< h would be to tax the intereston nil government bond* live per cent. On a
division the Speaker announced the vote to be 90
to 05.
Mr. Wim.aro demanded the yeas and nays, remarkingthat this was taxing United Htat"s bonds

held abroad and wus to that extent repndiarlon.
Mr. Allison, (rep.) of Iowa, moved an adjournment.Agreed to by 03 to 82.
The House then, at ten minutes past four, and

amid much excitement, adjourned.

PRISON REFORM.

Twenty-fifth Annual Beport of the Executive
Committee of the Prison Association of

New York.A Valuable Compilationfor the Study of Fhilan-
thropistt and Legislator*

Tills pliilanthroplcal association has uow readied
the twenty-fifth year of lis existence. Its objects
are concisely defined In lis charter, passed l»y the
Legislature In May, 1840, and which bears the signmanualof the lamented Silas Wright, who, as Uovernorof the State, approved it. These objects
are:.
first.The amelioration of the condition of prisoners,wnether detained for trial or finally convicted,or as witnesses.
Second.'The improvement of prison discipline

and the government of prisons, wnether for cities,
counties or states.
Third.The support and encouragement of reformalconvicts uftcr their discharge, by ufTordinsc

tlieui the means of obtaining an honest livelihood,
and sustaining them in their efforts at reform.
The Executive Commltteo of the Association,

undor their chartcr and by "Secilou of Title

1, Chapter 3, Part IV., of tue Revised statutes,"
have all the powers and authority of inspectors of
county prisons; but from this twenty-fifth animal
report It does not appear that these powers were exercisedor this authority invoked by tlio Executive
Commltteo to any marked extent, and It is admittedthat less work liaq^cen done In tins respect
during the past yeur than previously.
Of the persons detained in the prisons of Sew York

and Brooklyn during the year 1469 tlie association
reports to have aided 4,650 with advice, or relief, or

both, as the case may nave required; at the Instance
ot the general ugent of tlio asscclatlon 220 criminal
complaints were withdrawn, having been preferred
from mistake or excited feollng; 278 prisoners were

discharged on his recommendation; 1,039 liberated
prisoners were aided with board, money, railroad
tlckots, Ac.; 145 provided with situations, and 123
supplied with clothing. This is about the extent of
the actual practical work or the association for the
past year. Nevertheless, this last annual report, a
volume of 514 printed pages, must be taken as a
valuable addition to the library of phllantropists
and legislators, from which they may gather much
interesting and useful Information. And here and
ttiere, Interspersed with long theoretical eisavs,
there are round statements of facts and statistical
compilations which are even of interest to the generalreader, and such portions merit a hpecial refercute.On the question of

rillSON DISCIPUNI
tills report discourses learnedly and elaborately. It
is needless to say that It condemns, in not too harsh
terms, the barbarous modes of punishment as heretoforeadopted In our State Prisons for Infractions of
prison rules; some ul whicu, as the murderous
"shower bath," for Instance, have since been
virtually abandoned. The report assumes, irom
Btatements oi competent witnesses.there b ingreferred to as nucli Messrs. Hubbcll and Seymour,ex-wardens, und Jtev. John Luckey, cliaplaln,
all of Sing Slu>? Prison; Mr. Ilaynes, Warden oi the
Massachusetts state Prison, ani Captain Alexander
Machonachie, Manager of the Penal Colony on NorfolkIsland; Colonel Monteslnos, Prison Director of
Valencia, In Spam; Herr Von Oberniayer, Governor
of Criminal Prisons at Munich, Bavaria; Count Solloliub,Principal ol the House of Correction and Industryat Moscow, In Russia, and others.that all
criminals, as a rule, arc capable of reformation. The
necessary Im-ei oi a reformatory discipline are then
explained, that it must work with nature rather
than against it, witli the aid of the great principles
indelibly impressed upon the human soul, such as
sociability, penitence, nope, Inducements to Industry
and obedience; It must also gam the good will of the
convict, by Impressing hint witn the convicti on that
the ottloers set over film have lils own good as their
object In view. Such u system must also provide reliabletests to guarantee the genuineness of the reformationin liberated prisoners, and litfre the Irish
system, Initiated by Mr. Organ, now deceased, Is
specially commended as signally successful. After
referring In detail to the several means by which all
t htu in«v liA nr>Pi)innllAliP.(l. Hml Inilulirliicr in a Hr.nu*-

what severe philippic against the (iraud J ury of
Westchester county, which, iti a presentment to the
comt last summer, denounced the influence or ihe
Prison Association as injurious to the safe managementof the oonvlei a at Sing Slug, the report comes
to a question of vital interest, the question 01

prison labok
as compared, or rather in opposition to free labor.
The excitement among worklngmen and artisans
generally opposed to the introduction of skilled
labor is declared to be unreasonable, and a long
argument is advanced in support of u, the gist of it
being that society Is benefited by the production of
the greatest possible amount of values, aud that
unused productive laboring power entails a public
loss. From the whole tenor of this argument and
the examples invoked It 1b fair to assume that the
Prison Association, or at lease thosfc of its officers
who are responsible for the contents of tins report,
have It in view to change our prisons from ins-tltutionslor the punishment of malefactors, not only
Into literal houses of correction and reformatory
asylums.which to a certain decree find their justificationin experience and in the principles of enlightenedhumanity.but to make of them a Kind of
polytechnlcal institutes for the education at public
expense of those only who may gain the privilege of
admission by the perpetration of crime.

in a tabular statement appended to the report of
the several prisons in the country It is shown,
among oilier things, that the cost per capita of maintainingthe prisoners and the earnings of each in
several .State prisons are as follows:.

Cost Earnings Dfjipercantta. per capita, ciency.
Sing Sing, N. Y., per year.. $227 $122 $105
Auburn, N. Y., per year... 17f> 13243
Clinton, N. Y., per year.... 640 6776i
'I'l-rtiif >« V r nor vnar 1(1(1 TnOU

Philadelphia, Pa., per year. «7 6140
Ilttsburg, Pa., per year.... lol 5843
Windsor, Vt., per year. 157 8374
There are some few State prt«on* wltere the earningsor the prisoners exceed the cost of keeping

them. In Nevada, where the prison Is located at
Catson City, the cost of keeping each convict 1#
$1.'264 per year, and the earnings are thirty-six dollars:but here the prisoners are properly made to
work in erecting prison buildings, for which no
cash earning is calculated.
The average dally number of convicts In

the State Penitentiaries of rwe»ty-?even States
was 13,0(13; a similar ratio to the populationol the other ten would give a total
dally average of 16,812. Of these about 12,070
may be tnken as the aggregate of prisoners In the
whole United state's who are employed on work that
produces cash income, or about three-quarters. The
average per capita cost of convicts in the State
prison* was $300, and tue average per capita earningswere $130. The total expenditures of the
prisons in thirty-seven States were $8,840,635, and
the total earnings of convicts $2,370,906, leaving an
excess of expenditures of $877,281. As to the nature
of the competition of ewnvtet labor with free labor,
this report itself gives the best and most intelligible
description, by saying that "the labor of twelve convictswill cost no more per day ttiao that of four citizens:yet the convicts will do nine days work while
the citizens will do hut four, thus every dollar paid
lor convict labor will produce as much as $212'a expendedon citizen labor." The concluding pages ol
this Volume contain a number of essays on "The
Seeds of Crime," the "Capitalists of Crime," Ac.,
which are all very readable and present much food
for reflecting minds.

SHOCKING ACCIDENT IN NEWARK.
A Man Crunked by nm Ore CrttNher and the
Machinery Taken Apart to Extricate Hiui.
An accident ol a shocking character happened to

a workman named Andrew Baumgarten, in the
Newark Zluc Works, on Wednosday night, about
lialf-past ten o'clock. While superintending the
removal of some piaterlal the uuforlunate
mnn, in moving backwards, accidentally steppe
into a feeder of the hopper used for crushingore, and was dragged dowu bodily. The
machinery was instantly stopped, but It took
nearly two hours on the part of an the workmen m
^he place to extricate the poor fellow. All Uu
machinery liatl to be taken apart before this could
be accomplished. In the meanwhile a couple ol
medical gentlomen arrived ou ihe Rcene, and found 11
necessary to amputate the right leg above th<
knee. The eutire limb, from the hip down, hat
been entirely stripped of nesh and the lower bonei
crushed terribly. The other leg was al'o iearfullj
torn and lacorated, but amputation was deemed un
desirable. The poor lellow was removed to St
Michael's Hospital, where he now lies, under the

I care of the Slst rs of Mercy, but not the silghtes
I hope of his rec6very is entertained. He Is twonty

r live years of uge and a m»u of a<4i»lrable phijai'iuM

PHKKr.
MORMONISM.

Tho Question of United State* or Mormon Authorityin Utah.Decisions of Chief JutticsWilson in Favor of the
United States.

H.u/r Likk City, May 27, 18to.
The District Court of Halt Lake C.tjr haa adjourned

till next September. The act or Congress establishinga territorial government for Utali provides that
the Judicial power of the Territory shall be vested In
a supreme court, district courts, probate court*
and in Justice* of the peace. The Supreme Court u
composed of a chlof justice and two associates. The
three district courts are presided over by the same
oitlcers, each lu his own judicial district. Being
federal appointments their courts are commonly
Aiillftii IfnltnH utntikj /i/tiixta In ^AnlruillufInpfinn tA

i he probate and police courts, which are presided
over by Mormon oUlcers. The act provides that tue
jurisdiction or the several courts, both appellate
and original, and that of the probate courts and
justices of the peace, shall be as limited by law,
provided that justices of the peace shall not
have jurisdiction of any matter In controversy
when the title or boundaries of land may
be In dispute, or where the debt or sum
claimed shall exceed one hundred dollars; and
the supreme aud district courts respectively
shall possess chancery as well as common law
Jurisdiction, Heretofore the probate courts, acting
under the authority of the Mormon Legislature, have
assumed the right of chaucery and common law
jurisdiction, the supremacy of the United States
courts lias been practically Ignored, and United
States judges have been Intimidated and practically
driven out of Utah. The question of the right of the
probate courts to common law Jurisdiction came up
lor adjudication before chief Justloe C. C. Wilson
at the term of the court which has Ju<t adjourned.
The case was a civil suit.Cronyau k Co. vs. O. W.
Hlgley.In which judgment had beeu rendered In
the Probate Court of Salt Lake county by Justice
Smith In the amount of $l,G00 on a promissory note.
The case came before Chief Justice Wilson for review,on the ground of want of Jurisdiction of the
Probate Court. It was claimed on the other hand
that while the act of Congress orgaulzing the Territoryconferred upon the supreme and district courts
chancery and common law jurisdiction, it did
not couflue such jurisdiction exclusively to them ;
that the Territorial Legislature, if It could not deprivethose courts or that power, has unlimited
authority iu distributing and apportioning judicialuuthotlty among the several courts; and
tuat hence It had the right to confer on
the probate courts tho Jurisdiction claimed.
The opinion or Chief Justice Wilson, who has
always been liberal rather than radical towards
the Mormons, was adverse to their side of the question.He held that the Territorial Legislature was
the creature of Congress, and that all the laws of
the Legislature must be consistent with the power
winch Congress delegated to it; that Congress, havingprescribed the jurisdiction of the supreme and
district courts, left that of the probate courts uud
of justices of the peace to be limited by the Legislature,ai the same time excepting Justices of the
f'euce from adjudicating cases involving the title or
boundaries or land, or sums exceeding $190. After
careful examination of the act he cainc to the conclusionthat Congress, neither by implication nor by
express terms, gave to the probate courts common
law jurisdiction. Neither had such court* in the
several States exercised such powers except when
conferred by express statute, as had been done in
some case. . Therefore he decided that probate
courts in Utah have no Inherent power to adjudicate
controversies at common law, and that the Legislalurehad no authority to confer such power on them.
The question then urose as to the meaning of the
language of the organic act, which says, "The Jurisdictionof the several courts, bo.h appellate aud
original, aud that of the prolate courts and

yjL jumiuo w nit; !>!.» c ."ii.iii uc aa millwu
by law.'' in the opinion of Hie Court it
meant simply this and no more.that the
Territorial Legislature might limit the courts
ami corner upon them jurisdiction of all subjects
consistent with the constitution of the United states
and the provisions of the organic act. That Is to
say, that the Legi-latare could confer upon the probatecourts jurisdiction oi all such subjects us were
uot by the act conferred upon the other courts and
au> h as were consistent with their charucter as probatecourts. Judge Wilson then defined tne characterof the probate courts of America, showing them
to be based upon and partly analogous to the old
ecclesiastical courts of England, which (previous to
the act of Parliament of 1657 transferring their jurisdictionto the temporal courts) took cognizance of
matters of probate, wills, administration of estates
or deceased persons, the guardianship of minors,
idiots and insane persons, and divorce, alimony, Ac.;
and, he said, it would no proper for the Territorial
Legislature to confer such powers upon the probate
courts of Utah, in some of the States probate courts
had taken jurisdiction of common law cases under
an express statute, but never ol chancery or criminalmutters, as they have In Utah. Since neither
the old ecclesiastical courts ol Kuglaud nor
the probate courts of America, as their successors,
nan as a matter of right or by corainun practice any
jurisdiction of common law cases, and as in the presentinstance no such express authority had been
conferred by Congress, the Court ruled that any and
all Territorial legislation conferring such jurisdictionupon the probate courts of Utah is unauthorized
and invaliu, and accordingly dismissed the suit.
Hetore concluding his opinion, however, Judge Wilsontook occasion to say tnat the Jurisdiction of commoulaw cases by the probate courts of Utah had
been or great convenience to the people, and on this
ground of convenience he was ol opinion that Congressshould comer such Jurisdiction on thcin, at
least to a limited extent.
From a legal point of view, and on the grounds of

economy and convenience, this opinion may be
sound; but from a political point of view, consideringexisting circumstances, the delegation ol such
jurisdiction would be most Impolitic.
The only other Important case before t he courtonetouching the supremacy of United States over

Mormon otllcers.came up on a question of executiveduties between the federal and Territorialmarshals. Joseph M. Orr, United States Marshal
for Utah, received his appointment from President
Grant,, and entered on his duties, lie claimed that
the laws of the United States required him to performall the executive business of the supreme and
district courts. He alleged that j. i). T. McAllister,
a bishop In the Mormon Church, as Territorial marshalby authority of his appointment by the Legislature,assumed the right to perform nearly all the
executive business of those courts, had performed it
and still claimed the right to perform it.the exceptionsIn which he had not done so being some oases
in which the United States had been a parly. This
case arose out of a petition of the United Slates Marshal,upon which the District Court Issued a writ,
rorinirtnir the Territorial Marshal to show cause nml

by wliat authority he claimed his prerogative of marshalIn violation of the United stales Marshal's
rights ana of the law* McAllister In his answer
stated that pursuant to an act or the Territorial
Legislature in relation to marshals, approved
March a, 1852, he had been elected Marshal by ilie
Legislature In January, 1S68, and again In February,
18"o, and being duly qualified and commissioned had
performed the duties of his office since i860. He
denied the allegation that he had "assumed to act
or exercise the unties ol the United Status Marshal,"
and disclaimed the right to act as the executive
officer of either Urn Supreme or Dlsfr.ct courts
when exercising the Jurisdiction of circuit or districtcourts of the United Stares;" but wlion they

were not exercising such jurisdiction he claimed the
right to act as marshal and perform tue executive
duties of those courts by authority of law. To this
answer the United States Marshal filed a general demurrer,setting forth that by virtue or the original
act of congress establishing a territorial government
for Utah, and of his appointment by the Pi-esident of
the United States, he as Marshal was In all respects
the proper executive officer of the Supreme ana Districtcourts; that the Legislature had ho right
or authority oi law to appoint a marshal
for the Territory, and that the appointment or McAllisterw»s wholly void. Thus the ea<c was left for
the decision of the court. To test the soundness of
this position Chief Justice Wilson went back beyondthe passage or the orjrtnlc act, and examined the
rower of congress over Utah Territory. This Dower
la well established and needs no confirmation.
Judge WUson alluded to the extensive jurisdiction
of the dlslrlct courts of Utah, pointing out the fact
that it is greater than that of u btate court or of a
United States circuit or district court, having, In
fact, the combined jurisdiction of them all. A carefulexamination of the tenth section of the organic
act convinced him that Congress inicnded to provide
an officcr with full power to execute nil orders of
those courts, and when It said "There shall also be
a marshal for saul Tenltory appointed, who
shall hold his office tor four years, unless
eooner removed by the President," in order
to enlarge tho powers of such officer
consistent with the jurisdiction and dignity of those
courts, It also said, "and who shall execute all pro'
ceases Issnlng from said courts when exercising
their jurisdiction as circuit and district courts of
the United states." Having extended tho jurlsdlcitlon of the district courts or the Territory, and by
express terms given them jurisdiction of ail cases
arising under the constitution and laws of the United
Slates, it became Just as necessary to extend and enilarge the power of the marshal of the Territory, or he
comd not serve tlie process of the courts iu rajes
arising under the constitution ar.d laws of the United

r States. Tho Court concluded that such was the
t view and intention of the law-making power, and
» that the appointment of a marshal for tue Territory
i dv the Legislature was inconsistent with tne organic
3 act, and consequently void. In order to setto any
r cerlous question that might arise from the

fact that McAllister hurt for a long time
. acted in the capacity of a territorial m-ir»shot, Judge Wilson stated that in nls
t qplhion tne Legislature acted In good faith, Bup-fcoslng It to be the province Of that body to eloot such

f an officer, una McAllister having assumed the duties

~ . m . m » m K

of such office In good f&lth by virtue of his election 1
by tho I.onl»lature. and under cover of law, and a*
such assumption had been awulesccd la Uy tho po?>leand the courts f«r a considerable time, ami a*
mportant rights were presumed to have vested underhis acts, the manual inuBt he bold to have been
a (le facta officer, and all his acta prior to this deitrtlon were consequently declared by the Court to
be legul and valid.
Mr. M. R. Patrick ha* superseded Mr. Orr as TTnlted

States Marshal, and the telegraph announces that
Judtie Jaines B. McKean, of New York, has bi'en
nominated in place of Judge Wilson, and Mr. Charles
8. Crow, of Alabama, as Secretary of the Territory in
place of Mr. Manu.

CHAMBER OF COMMERC2.
No "Outside Influence" Wanted.Spicy Debaleon the Eligibility of Member*.law
proveniciu of the Harbor.The Balhlni
Baain.
The regular monthly mocting of the Chamber of

Commerce was held yesterday, Vice President Qoorge
Opdyke in the chair. Wulter H. Griffith reported the
following names of persons for membershipG.
Francis Opdyke, John A. Parker and Pliny Freoman.
Royal Piirlps opposed the election of two of tho

nominations on the ground that they were neither
*

merchants nor bankers. lie said that the present
unpopularity of the Chamber was mainlr caused by
electing as members persons who were not engaged
in any commercial pursuits. uc did not think it
was proper to elect as members Insurance men or
railroad men. and lie would oppose it. He said the
men had their own Interests and organization*, with
which the Chamber had nothing to do, and thought
there were many interest at stake thai cam* within
the proper scope ot the Chamber.
Mr. OKiFriTii defended tlte action of the ExecutiveCommittee in making the nominations. He said

it had always been tho custom of the Chamber to
admit to membership persons of high social standing,and he thought there was no objection to the
nominations.
Mr. I'ubi.ph replied that such had not been the custom;that tie remembered the time when any one

who was not a merchant would not be admitted to
membership. He remembered distinctly when, uianr
years ago, the name of John Jacob Astor was presentedfor membership, and he himself had voted
against it simply because he was not a merchant.
Mr. Gripftu moved that the election of the two

persons objected to be deforred uutil the next
meeting.
Tho motion prevailed. G. Frauds Opdvke was

then balloted for aud elected.
A communication was received from George W.

Blunt, Informing the Chamber that ne has just returnedfrom Washington, where he lias been to advocatethe appropriation of $100,000 for tho bargebasin at the Battery, and *200,000 for me
removal of the obstructions in the Kast
river, otf the Battery, the first appropriation
having been struck out of tho Appropriationbill In tho Conterenco Committee. He found
many members of Congress favorable to the application.aud thought that if the Chamber would urge
the matter upon Congress as a measure necessary
to the commercial prosperity of New York the appropriationswould be made. He also called attentionto the lact that it is now ten years since the
Chamber took action in reference to the completion
of the Battery extension, and that ir the
matter is now properly urged the present
yeur will pee the work completed. Since
the organization of the government Conpresshas appropriated but $283,200 for the improvementof New York harbor. The bill drawn up two
years ago to prevent encroachments in the harbor
stili lingers in committee, and a bill to cause the removalof the wreck of the sieamor Maruilon from the
lower bay is likely to pass. He also referred to the
saving of a property valued at live hundred thousand
dollars at the Battery, which had been leased for baths
t j a private citizen by the city, and to the lact that
the stoppage of this project has secured the harbor
from much damage. He closed by urging the Chamberto lake such action as it may deem proper to improvethe harbor.
After the reading of tho letter the chairman romancedthat he hud lately had a conversation with

Mr. Blunt, and he understood that tho authorities at
Washington were alive to the interests at stake, and
he thought that the appropriations asked for would
be made. The Chamber tlien adjourned.

THE KEW REGIME.

Progrew of Work in tbe Various Department*.Changeof Time for tbe Music In the
Parks.Appointments In the Department of
Docks.
The Department of Public Parks, in studying the

Interests of the working classes, found tliat the music
which was provided iu the several parks throughoutthe city could not be fully enjoyed by those
whom lhey Intended most to benefit, and the ExecutiveCommittee, acting upon the power delegated to
it, has determined to make a change In the hours
during whien music. la tn bc provided. After this
week, therefore, the music in the several
parks will be from six to eight o'clock P. M.,
instead of from Ave to seven o'clock. In relation to

the batteby
the Commissioners deem that it wonld be Inadvisableto h3ve music there nntll it Is placed In some
fit condition for people to resort there. For this purposethe Commissioners arevnow perfecting plans
for the improvement of tliojplace, whlch|will[»peedily
be put Into execution. In other quarters the worlc
under the direction of the Board Is rapidly progressing,and Is fortunately such that people passing can
see what work is being don e.

the department op DOCKS
Is working along quietly at present, yet steadily and
systematically. A meeting of the department was
held yesterday, at which the observations made by
the Commissioners on their tour on Wednesday were

discussed, and the determination was announced
to inaugurate remedies immediately, yet do nothinghurriedly or incompletely. The Board yesterdai
conllrmed the following

appointments.
Bookkeeper.W.W. Burnham. Chief Clerk.Eugene

T. Lynch. Superintendents of Docks.Joseph T.
Martin, William E. Duryea, John Turner. John Richardson,William H. Brown, E. Ke.yser, John
McKeiven, 'Frank Ransom. William B. Finley and
Louis Fitzgerald. Collection Clerks.James B.
Cisco, Walton Townsend, Jacob Ramsey. Assistant
Clerks.Charles Osgood, Morgan L. Livingston and
Patrick O'Reilly.
The pnblic iree bath constructed by Mr. Bernard

Kelly, under the direction of
thk department of public works,

a fail description of which was published exclusively
in the hekai.d of Tuesday last, was towed down
from Oreenpolnt, yesterday and moored at the loot
of Fifth street. In will be opened to the public in the
earlv part of next wei>k, and the want in this particularso long felt will be at length relieved. In the
Bureau of Hoads in this department the work is
progressing, and also in tne Croton Bureau. The
work of removing the property of the late Croton
Board »to the new offices adjoining the Broadway
Bank has been commenced, and in a few days the
work of demolition of the buildings in the City nail
Park lately occupied by the Croton Board will be
begun, In "accordance with the recent action of the
Department or Public Parks.

DECAPITATED DOCTORS.
Another Instalment ef Appointments.

Events indicating the dawn of the new regime
succeed each other with perplexing rapidity in an
departments of the municipal government, and huve
at length rcachod tho Police Department, wlilch was
most strongly Intrenched against change,
because of the political balance or the
Hoard. Yesterday worn was commenced on
the Board of Police Surgeons, and the following
were removed:.Drs. Alexander B. Mott, Everett W.
Kimbark. Alfred E. M. Purdv, Robert P. Gibson and
William Sutton. To these must t»e added Dr. KierRtead,removed some time ago, thus making six
vacancies, which were filled by tho appointment or
the following physicians by Commissioners Bosworth
and Brerman:.
John Saville, S. A. Rabourg, Alfred M. Beach,

Daniel D. W. Harrington. Christopher Prince ana
Samuel H. jOrton. The democrat* being still entitledl
to two surgeons, Drs. FesaeiuVm N. Oils and PatrickW. McDonnell, of the uld Board, were reapjpointed. Commissioners ManVerre and Smith have
yet to make the removals and appointments lu tho
republican tell of the Board of Surgeons.

DISAPPOINTED 8'JRGLAftS.
Tlie depredators who earn tlieir bread by the

sweat, of their brows at unseasonable hours or the
night were overtaken by a bad run of luck yestwdaj
morning. Ono gaug oporaiiug upon the tailor
shop, No. 14 Duane street, were frightened
away by officer Barr, of the Foura precinct,leaving behtutt them ft cold chisel and
a mall bag, wnlch they had probably brought
to contain the anticipated spoils. AnotAer party
mot a similar fate at the liquor More at N#. 87 Mulberrystreet, as they had Just pried open the rear
windows wuen Off'eer Flananan, of the Sixth urocluct,arrived and succeeded in capt*»"iug 'wo ot
them, named Dennis GUlen and Patrick Maloney,
who had concealed themsolves in the yard. Another
attempt at burglary, at No. 142 Cherry street, wia
likewise unmiocesaful, through tho unwonted vigilanceof the police.

SENTENCE OF WILLOWS, Tffi SMUGGLER.
Williams, the English Jeweller, who attempted to

Import *20,000 worth of diamonds without paying
tho accustomed duty, was yoaterdaj sentenced to
two year^ at hard labor In the State Prison, Trenton,
N. J. No flno was imposed, although a number of
bo.ids and other valuable documents were found on
him, which showed that ho wis by ao rneuus iuipeounious,


